Construction of a wastewater facility is not being performed, therefore xtification of operators is not applicable.
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PLANNING TEAM MEMBERS
The following list of personnel have been identified as planning team members for this DQO process. They are: Dave Banning (WHC), Mark Bowman (WHC), Paula Davis-Vedder (WHC), Mike Hall (WHC), Kristi Lueck (WHC), Kim Markillie (SWEC), and Chuck Mulkey (WHC).
APPLICABILITY OF THIS DQO
This DQO is applicable to all equipment, facilities and operations under the jurisdiction of TWRS which discharge or have the potential to discharge wastewater, as defined by WAC 173-216-030 (see glossary). See Section 5.0 for specified effluent sources.
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DECISION IDENTIFICATION
Environmental regulatory drivers for sampling and analyzing wastewater effluents from TWRS facilities need to be identified in order to ensure that characterization efforts are being performed in compliance with regulations. The TWRS DQO process clearly states that stakeholders address three key questions: (1) What data is required to answer the question posed; (2) Why is new data required; and (3) How will the newly obtained data be used to answer the posed question.
If the answers to these questions justify the need for new data, then appropriate sampling and analysis documentation would be created and implemented. If the answers to these questions do not support a data collection effort, then important time and money savings from not doing needless sampling and analysis has been accomplished.
The decision which needs to be made is whether or not sampling and analysis of a particular wastewater stream is required and/or desired in order to meet regulatory requirements for wastewater effluents from TWRS facilities. Effluents may need to be quantified or estimated for reporting discharges to regulatory agencies, to determine compliance with effluent standards, or to determine if a specific environmental requirement applies to the effluent point. TWRS is only required to quantify effluents in certain instances. In many instances, analysis is not required but is a best management practice used to confirm that a waste's composition has not changed, or to prepare for a future activity which will require a determination of effluent changes.
Each of the following sections addresses a specific regulatory issue. An issue contains a short description and a requirement section. The results have been written as a decision statement. Regulations guiding dangerous waste requirements, will not be addressed in this DQO process but an additional DQO which will be submitted at a later date. The implementation of the decision statements for each type of wastewater stream has been used to produce the sampling and analysis designs in Section 8.0.
WATER QUALITY STANDARDS FOR GROUND WATERS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON (WAC 173-200)
Washington Administrative Code 173-200 applies to all ground waters of the state that occur in a saturated zone or stratum beneath the surface of land or below a surface water body. The purpose of this regulation is to establish minimum requirements for evaluating the impacts of an activity on the ground water quality. This regulation requires adherence to any conditions which are part of the permits for discharges required by WAC 173-216 and 218.
The following decision logic should be followed to determine whether sampling and analysis information should be obtained to support WAC 173-200. Decision steps are organized by 
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UNDERGROUND INJECTION CONTROL PROGRAM (WAC 173-218)
The purpose of WAC 173-218 is to set forth the procedures and practices applicable to the injection of fluids through wells. Any permit issued by Ecology is required to specify any conditions which are necessary to prevent degradation to waters of the state. This shall include, whenever applicable, all known, available, and reasonable methods of prevention, control, and treatment; and any conditions necessary to preserve and protect underground sources of drinking water.
The decision logic in Section 3.2 should be followed to determine whether sampling and analysis information should be obtained to support the underground injection control program. A flowchart of the decision logic is summarized in Figure 3 -1.
TOXIC CHEMICAL RELEASE REPORTING (40 CFR 372)
Section 313 of the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA) requires reporting certain routine and nonroutine chemical releases (as defined in the glossary) when they exceed a specified threshold. Releases from each facility are aggregated to determine whether a threshold has been exceeded. Because the Hanford Site is considered one facility, release thresholds could be exceeded by the numerous units releasing relatively small amounts of the same chemical. This makes it necessary to track even very low levels of specified chemicals.
EPCRA does not require additional monitoring or measurement of the quantities or concentrations of any toxic chemical beyond that required by other laws or regulations, but it does require that releases over a certain threshold be reported and quantified. This quantification does not have to be based on analysis; but can use other methods such as calculations.
The following decision logic should be followed to determine whether additional information should be obtained to support the toxic chemical release reporting program. A flowchart of the decision logic is summarized in Figure 3 
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WHC-SD-WM-DQO-024 Rev. 0 among others. These documents may be amended on a yearly hasis and should he referred to for the most up-to-date information concerning the permitting strategy and status.
STUDY BOUNDARIES
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6.0 DECISION RULES Decision rules for needed analyses were formed by applying the regulatory drivers discussed in Section 3.0 to the units subject to these requirements such as new streams, unsampled streams, streams with unknown changes in composition, and streams with uncertain process knowledge (described in Section 5.0). The rules are based on the combination of best management practice and specific regulatory requirements.
Decision Rules
The following Decision Rules were used in determining analytical requirements in the DQO:
1. If an analytical requirement was specified by a regulation or permit condition, then that requirement must be met.
2.
If a discharge which has not been permitted continues over an extended period of time and there is no knowledge of the stream being discontinued or rerouted, then evaluate the process knowledge of the stream, for any compositional change.
3.
If a stream appears to have changed in composition from the evaluation, perform sampling/analysis requirements for indicator pollutants in 
